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2. □ Claims. 

Sl □ Claims. 
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8, □ Claims. 
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sre withdrawn from consideration. 
have been cancelled. 



are allowed. 

are rejected. 

ere objected to. 



. ere subject to restriction or election requirement. 



7. D This application has been Wed wtth Informal drawtngs under 37 C.F.R. 1.85 which are acceptable for examination purposes, 
a. □ FormaJ drawings are required In response to this Office action. 



9. □ The corrected or substitute drawings have been received ( 



. Under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 
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are □ acceptable. □ not acceptabJe (see explanation or Notice re Patent Drawing. PTO-948). 
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examiner. □ disapproved by the examiner (aee explanation). 
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Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "process", without the article "a" or 

"the" is vague and indefinite. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate 
paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A. person shall t>e entitled to a patent unless- 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a 
printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than 
one (1) year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dominianni et al. 

Claim 1 reads on the process described by 
Dominianni et al. (Dominianni) in columns 2 and 3, viz. 
the reaction of a receptor compound 
( 2 , 6-dimethoxyphenol ) with an adamantyl tertiary 
carbonium ion formed in situ in a cycloalipha t ic type 
solvent as a result of the presence of sulfuric acid at 
ambi ent t emperat ur e . 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth 
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in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention 
is not identically disclosed or described as set 
torth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences Detween the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived Dy the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Subject matter developed by another person, which 
qualifies as prior art only under subsection (t) 
and (g) of section 102 of this title, shall not 
preclude patentability under this section where the 
subject matter and the claimed invention were, at 
the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to 
the same person. 

Claims 2-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as 
Deing unpatentable over Dominianni . 

These claims all recite variations of Dominianni" s 
process which would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time of the invention. 

Changes in temperature, concentrations, or other 
process conditions of an old process do not impart 
patentability unless the recited ranges are critical, 
i.e., they produce a new and unexpected result. In re 
Aller et al, (CCPA 1955) 220 P2d 454, 105 USPQ 233. 



Also, see In re Larsen (CCPA 1961) 292 F2d 531, 130 
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USPQ 209, for the holding that the mere use of different 
starting materials, whether novel or known, in a 
conventional process to produce the product one would 
expect therefrom does not render the process unobvious. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or 
earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Examiner Jervey whose telephone number is 
(703) 557-3920. 

Any inquiry of a general nature, or relating to the 
status of this application, should be directed to the 
Group receptionist whose telephone number is (7*03) 
557-3920. 
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